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- ANNOUNCER: Agronsky at Large. Tonight, a conversation
"with the former Director of the Central Intelligence Agency, George
Bush.

MARTIN AGRONSKY: Good evening. In this capital city,
knowledge is the power. And that's what makes any man who's the
Director of the Central Intelllgence Agency, the CIA, the possessor
.0f an awesome power.

In world crises, the Director knows what the President of
the United States knows, and he knows it as soen as, or sometimes
even before the President does,.because that's his job.

- George Bush was Director of the CIA for a year until
January 20th. He was appointed by President Ford after having
"represented the U.S. in Communist China. He served Richard Nixon
. first as U.S. Ambassador, and he was Chairman of the Republican
- National Committee during Watergate -- served Mr. Nixon loyally ,
“into Watergate - forced leon to resign. ‘ o S Ty

4 : Mr. Bush when you took your seat as Director of the CIA,
S did you find that the world looked like much more dangerous place

. from there than you had ant1c1pated?

GEORGE BUSH' Not immediately, Martin, but as one looks
at the totality of the information, I do feel that it was -- it's
more dangerous in some ways than I thought when I went there. . On

" the other, I think that there are some real opportunities now to
make the world more peaceful,

But, yes, I am concerned, and have been concerned about
the —~- some of the trouble spots in the world. I'm concerned about

OFFICESIN: NEW YORK e LOSANGELES e CHICAGO e DETROIT e AND OTHER PRINCIPAL CITIES

" Materal supplied by Radio TV Reports, inc. may be used for file and reference purposes only. It may not be reproducod. sold or pubficly dernonstrated or exhibited.

B P TN

Approved For Release 2007/06/21 - CIA-RDP99-00498R000100050114-3 w-




Approved For Release 2007/06/21 : CIA-RDP99-00498R000100050114-3

-2~

some of the intentions of the Soviet Union, for example, but not
alarmingly so.

AGRONSKY: Well, tell me. When you went down to brief
the President -- you spent some hours with him in Plains, Georgia,—-
Mr. Carter before, actually, he took office. Did you outline the
trouble spots in the world, and if you're not revealing any confidential
information, could you lay them out for me? o

BUSH: Well, I wouldn't want to go into the substance of
what we base the now-President on, but I had five sessions with him,
three rather long, intensive briefings in which we covered npt only
the trouble spots and the kind of current intelligence, you might call
it, that also covered the most sen51t1ve aspects of the business
.that the President must know about, it's the sources and methods, part
of the business. But obv1ously, and of course President Carter is
now addressing himself to it, the whole of questlon of the Soviet
trip, the questlon of where we stand vis-a-vis the Soviet Union is
the main thing. And any review of that nature, of course, we
talk about the Peoples Republlc of Chlna and how 1t fits 1nto
the o~ to the world. g : S

AGRONSKY: Let's take a brief...

BUSH: ...we talk about that for [words inaudible], so I
don't think I'm betraylng a confidence in saying that these subJects
were all touched on in. con31derab1e deta11 :

AGRONSKY: Now let's return to the Russian sithation,
the position of the United States vis-a- vis the Soviet Ualon in

terms of strateglc superlorlty.

When you were the D1rector you brought in that famous

‘ffTeam-B that is, outside experts make an analysis of the posxtlon

of the Unlted States versus the Soviet Un10n7

BUSH.: Yes. \

5

.tAGRONSKY‘ What was the conc1u31on of Team—B7 1ﬁ'

IR R A BUSH Well Team B agaln the conc1u51on per se;his
c13331f1ed but. the Team-B took -— and you 've seen some smidgens
. of the order of things they looked at =-- they didn't do a full

- national iptelligence estimate. They looked at Soviet ‘strategic

obJectlve.' And they took a, what you might say was a harder line »
view, indeed they took a more -- well, their view was that there was

more superiority w1th -- Sov1et Superlorlty, if not upon us, was '

' much closer.." : = : , . y

v . So it was in thls range of how far advanced the Sov1ets
~are, this Team-B did it's thing. But again, I don't want to go into
the details of it. I'm furious with those who took an 1nte111gence'
experiment end‘kind of went public with parts of it. And I don t
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want to be in there.

AGRONSKY: Let's get it down to this which has been made
public. The retiring Air Force Intelligence Chief, General Keagan,
contended the Soviets were ahead. And along came the Joint Chiefs
of Staff and said, no, the Soviets are not ahead in terms of strategic
superiority over all. Which is right?

BUSH: Well, I -- I don't know which is right, but my
own personal view is that the Joint Chiefs' position is the position
that certainly the one that I would support.

AGRONSKY: All right. Now this in effect is what you
told the President. :

BUSH: Well, again, I'm not going to get into what I
told the President. The national intelligence estimate over which
I presided -~ I presided over it being put together =-- and it =--
it does preserve, Martin, a diversity of opinion. Intelligence is
not as objective as one would think, or where can reach objective
conclusions. And when you get into what someone else intends to do,
there is room for difference of opinion.

But I feel comfortable with what I saw in the statement,
and I haven't read the full text of what the Joint Chiefs prov1ded
if they provided anything ....

AGRONSKY: All right.
BUSH: But what I saw publicly is the -

AGRONSKY: You are not concerned then that the United
States —-- that the security of this country is 1n Jeopardy vis-a~-vis
the Soviet Union? :

BUSH: I think we're strong and must stay strong. And I
think that when you heard the outgoing Secretary of Defense talk
about equivalence, or talk about where we stood, you read this to
the Joint Chiefs, I think that's fairly comforting for now. But
there are, as I said publicly when I was Director, worrisome signs.
And I have enough confidence in the military and in the State
Department and in our new President to think that they know what'
these 31gns are, and that they will be careful about those signs
and they'll watch them very closely. And the CIA will be Rrov1d1ng_
the kind of information to make them watch them closely.

, AGRONSKY: All right. ©Now you have repeatedly used
the phrase, "worrisome signs" in terms of what you see down the
road developing or evolving in the Soviet Union vis-a-vis the
United States. Could you tell me without violating any confidence,
what those worrisome signs are?
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BUSH: That's the problem. I'm dealing in an area where
I am not able for valid security reasons, and they are valid /in
‘my opinion. I argue with some friends in the press as to whether -—-
how much classification we should have. But my concept is, I have
to leave it that, "worrisome signs' because I don't want to go in
and violate what is left of my security agreement. I'm simply not
going to do that. '

AGRONSKY: Suppose I try it this way.
BUSH: Well you can try; but you may not get very far.

- AGRONSKY: All right, I'll try. Specifically, do you think
that the development of the Soviet Navy and what you know about

its plans for the future indicate that they will have naval superiority
over the United States? :

 BUSH: Well, I can quote for you an article written by
my successor-to-be, Admiral Turner, which talks about the Soviet
Navy and trends in the Soviet Navy. And I can't answer whether ‘
they'll have superiority because that depends on what our policy ~--
not the intelligence -- our policy is going to be in terms of
developing our Navy.

; From what I know of our plans =-- and again I don't have
access to what the new Administration plans to do, —- I don't see the
that they will achieve overall superiority, provided we vote| funds
that we need to keep a strong Navy. And 1'd answer the same thing
for conventional forces or aid or whatever... '

... AGRONSKY: 'Well, considering the funds that are now
.. committed to the development of our Navy, are you cqncerned?(‘:Qﬁi

B BUSH: Well, again‘I'm not -- I'm not - no, I#am>ﬁot“
concerned provided the -- with the Joint Chiefs' view and with the

.view of those in the intelligence community being adequately considered,
I think the Administration demonstrates it's going to do.the right- =7« 4

“thing. Now that's a broad, general answer, but I -- the President,
" the ex-Naval office, he knows the importance of sea power, and I '-
“just don't see ourselves getting into a position where we're going

to weaken ourselves. ' - RN

,Ax_ﬂw.,ii,gutfthat dbesnft mean they won't have more ofeoné'kindiff
of ship or we have to have greater numbers in every categony. o R
AGRONSKY: Okay. How about in missiles?
: BUSH: Well, missiles again. I mean, in some things
as the Joint Chiefs pointed out publicly, they're ahead of us, and

then in other things we're...

AGRONSKY: In balance, you're not concerned,

T
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BUSH: Well, I accept the conclusions of the -- of Don
Rumsfeld. When he left office he made some public statements about
it, and I think that, plus the state -~ recent statement of the
Chiefs really accurately reflects where we stand.

AGRONSKY: So you do not see the United States as being
in jeopardy in terms of security vis-a-vis the Soviet Union?

BUSH: At this moment?
AGRONSKY: With the qualifications that you've named,

BUSH: That's right. I accept and endorse the position
that was put forward by the Joint Cheifs, my personal position, but
I am concerned about things -- I hate to be mysterious -- that I
am not at liberty to discuss on your very penetrating show here, but
they must be watched. And it's not an opinion of a Team-B, or an
opinion of -- most analysts in the intelligence community feel this way.-
There are signs that trouble them, and these -- the intelligence
community -- I'm confident under the leadership of Admiral Turner,
will continue to look at it.

AGRONSKY: You're going to drive me up the wall, you
keep talking about these worrisome signs- and you won't say what
they are, '

BUSH: Well, that's the part of the problem, Martin,
the overall problem that I faced as Director. There's just a lot
of things you can't talk about, and that makes you look less than
forthcoming. But unfortunately you cannot run a foreign intelligence
business in the sunshine, letting all the light in. There are things
where we would be denied information if others knew the extent of
our information on a certain topic. So that is part of the problem
any Director of Central Intelligence faces -- or former Director, if
he's going to adhere to what he must,

AGRONSKY: You are in an exceptionally good pbsition';O" 

evaluate the kind of man who would be Director from your own experience
as Director. Do you think that the President was mistaken, Mr.

Carter was mistaken, when he nominated Mr. Sorenson to be Director,

-and of course the opposition was such that Sorensen withdrew;r,

BUSH: Well, I wouldn't want to say he was miétaken;'but

I expect lie feels he was if the man was not confirmed. I khow, however,

that when I was nominated, there was a great furor. I had been
active in politics and some -- I sat through some rather grueling
hearings. And a lot of people took a lot of shots at me. ~But I
didn't -- maybe it's my ego, but I didn't take it too personally,
and I took the heat on it and was confirmed. And the minute I
walked into that community, I never felt people were holding bak
on me or ~- and yet I understand there was plenty of question and
plenty of doubt in people's minds. .
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So my thesis is that had Mr. Sorensen been confirmed
he would have been supported. I don't believe this stuff that
no outsider can be supported inside.

AGRONSKY: Let me ask you this. Had you been 'in the positon
to vote on Mr. Sorensen's confirmation or to advise the President
if he asked you about...

. BUSH: Now that's too tough a question. You're going to
get me into personalities and I don't want to do that. Let's talk
about the new nominee -- and I don't know how I would have voted.
I would wanted answers to the very questions they were asking In
my talks with Ted Sorensen, I think he should have answered ¢hose
'questlons to the satlsfactlon of the Senate. : :

-AGRONSKY: Well...

BUSH: 1If I'd been in the Senate which I wasn't in, I
expect I would have said fine. But those questions never really
got answered. '

AGRONSKY: Let me help you there. One of the questions
that was raised was that Sorensen had taken position as a comscious
objector -- not that he was not willing to serve in the Armed Forces,
but he would serve with a weapon on the battlefield in the Armed
Forces. He was willing to serve, for example, as a first-aid
corpsman, or whatever that might be. -

"Do you think a man who was a conscientious objector in
principle could have done the job?

Lo ET. U BUSH: - I think had he been able to answer“the'questiOns;
which I'm satisfied from talking to him he could have done, that
would have been put on that very sensitive subject, and answered
them openly, and thus in position on events that might occur in

- the future, I'm satisfied he would have kept his word and done the

. Job ‘ o : \ - !

He discussed that with people prior to the hearings. So
I don't think that would have proved to be a insurmountable stumbling

. . block, but it certainly proved to be a matter of enormous concern.
~~-.  Where he would have to take position and publlcly state, what he would'
"7 7 "do under ‘the kinds of trying hypothesis that you've put... , | '

, AGRONSKY: Listen, when you're the Director of the CIA,
do you ever get into a positon where in effect you have to order
the kind of an action which could in someone being killed?

BUSH: I think sometimes, when you're dealing in -- with
‘clandestinity and to some degree covert actiomn, which is a much
smaller part of our overall operations than people think. But
- when you're dealing with spying and you're dealing with people
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secretly gathering information, there are those kinds of decisions -~
and they're tough decisions. And one of the problems I had -~

you know a father of a lot of kids and sensitive to morality, I

hope, in public life, is how do you rationalize some of the things.
And it's not all that tough, I mean it's not that many decisions, but
there are those kinds of decisions I think the people that serve

in intelligence have come down on the proper conclusion; that we

must do certain things, we're in that kind of a world. And it's
better to do it than fighting with guns someplace.

AGRONSKY: All right. Mr. Bush, is the CIA still in
the assassination business? ‘

BUSH: No. It should not be, and is not. And I don't
know of any case where the CIA ever assassinated anyone., I know of
the plots that came up, President Ford strongly supported legislation
against, you know, assassination attempts, and I don't think it's
gone very far... : : ’

AGRONSKY: Well, the CIA was instructed and contemplated
killing Castro. It contemplated assassinating Lamumba.

BUSH: But didn't do it.
AGRONSKY. But didn't do it. So ...

BUSH: I think it's had the out of the assassination
business, and it is out of the assassination business.

AGRONSKY: You are telling me it is out of the assassination
business?

BUSH: - - Is and should be.

AGRONSKY: Is and should be. And you know there was
testimony before the Senate Intelligence Committee in 1975, an
intelligence officer, a member of the CIA, told the Committee that
another intelligence officer under the CIA had asked him flat out
to murder Mr. Lamumba. You're aware of that. ’

BUSH: 1I'm aware of some of the testimony, but I'll tell

you something. When I went to CIA, I looked ahead, not back. I

looked back enough to be sure CIA cooperated with all;thé‘investigaf N
tions, but I'm no expert on what happened in Africa and whatever it
was, in the 50s and 60s. : b ’

AGRONSKY: Well let's come -- let's come to Chile, which
I think is also pretty interesting.

On September the 15th, 1970, the former President of
United States, Mr. Nixon, instructed one of your predecessors,
Mr. Helms to encourage a military coup against the democratic
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system of another country, that was Chile. Right? Now if someone
said to you -- someone had said to you -~ that someone would say
to your successor, who would be Admiral Turner if he's nominated,

~that you should do that, would you do it. Should your successor
do it? :

BUSH: Adolf Hitler...
[Confusion of voices]

BUSH: ...and we all had a lot of hindsight. We all could
say, "Look, if this guy stays in power he's going to send twpo million
Jews to the gas chamber, four million soldiers from a free wprld
are going to be killed, many peOple in the Soviet Union are going
to suffer the cruellsts aggresslon in advance. Now, one of
- the things we want you to do is support the party in power, or
the party out of power to get rid of this mad man," I'd do that --
sure I'd do it. And that is some =-- covert action properly conceived,
signed off on by the President, under presidential finding on
recommendations by the Secretary of State, Secretary of Dpfense,

NSC Advisor had a place sparingly used albeit in our system.f

So I used the Hitler analogy to say I would not rule-
the kind of policitcal action that covert action implies.

AGRONSKY: That's a pretty tough answer.

BUSH: It's a pretty stralghtforward one, and it's, a

}pretty good analogy, because -- how would you answer it? I don't
want to -- I'm supposed to be answer the questions -- but how
. would your listeners answer it if they had -~ to me it's a very.

.~ clear~ramswer 1'f peitical action could overthrow: Hltler‘who WEF e
Soim power rather: than reach: the havoec he did in the-world, Ti. . . . ...

Can t conceive of somebody saying we shouldn't do that. [

SR i AGRONSKY.: ALl rlght~~ So: lets 1ook down.the toadl*Lf
another: Hitler ~should come into being. - ‘And let us say the qu1et
‘Union, if you like, were to be ruled by a man who had the potential
as we could see it, of becoming a Hitler. Would you feel that that
" kind of action agalnst such a ruler would be Justlfled7

'x'BUSH Polltlcal act10n9 -Not;assa31na;10p?.ﬂwﬁﬂv7f"A

' VAGRONSKY: Assassination." C e e e

: _ BUSH: Well, no, I'm talking about political action.
Support a party to get the guy out of power.

AGRONSKY: Well, my impression was that you had said
that if it were necessary to bring about the assassination....

BUSH: No, nd, I said -- I'm glad you got into.
clarlfylng that. I'm just saying that -- I was talking about

- rApp‘roved For Rélease 2007/06/21 - CIA-RDP99-00498R000100050114-3




Approved For Release 2007/06/21 : CIA-RDP99-00498R000100050114-3

-9-

covert action, political action to get rid of somebody. I have

said the CIA was not in the assassination business, doesn't belong
in the assassination business. ©Now if you want to conjure up a
scenario and make me go back and think of the Hitler plan, I would
have trouble giving you too straightforward an answer, But in terms
of political action, I have no trouble at all. :

AGRONSKY: Okay. Let me ask you this. One thing that
concerns an awful lot of people, and it derived from what we've
learned from Watergate during the time when Mr. Nixon was President
and conducting operations along with Mr. Helms who was your predecessor
before Mr. Colby. 1Is that the Director of the CIA took orders
unquestionably from the President of the United States. He permitted
himself to be involved, for example, in the coverup of Watergate,
he permitted himself to be involved in the overthrow of the Allende
regime in Chile. How do you set up in the future, a situation in
which the Director of the CIA could conceivably be willing to say
no to the President of the United States. Could it ever happen?

BUSH: Sure. And frankly, without going into detail,
I disagreed with the President. Some people said, "Oh, you were
from the same party as the President therefore you would have to
go out and do what he said." My argument to the Senate was, "Look,
I got the confidence of the President if I -- I hope I've got the
1ntegr1ty that if I see somethlng I think:is wrong or someLh1ng
I don't approve of his doing, I'll bring it up.

Now, I'm not advocating at having 25 Presidents heads

of these different agencies each saying his conscience is with

the governed. But I answered the question for the Senate. I

said, "Of course 1'd take it up with the President.” And then if

I saw something I thought was so morally offensive, I would have

one real option, maybe two. - One would be to- get thp heck out ,
. of there, and secondly —— would, you know resign, and secondly woul&
be. cooperatlng and reportlng to the United States Congress*
o : But I don't thlnk that that's a dlfflculty at all.w'It s
"thrown up- all the time as: one, but the problem -— I'm not.going-
-~ to prejudge your hypothesis, in fact,.I'm not sure I accept the -
‘thing you.said about the Chile case. But in the future, as im.
the reeent past, covert actioms of that nature are staffed out
very differently.. And there are presidential findings, and those'
- findings- are reported in timely fashion under the: law to seven:

' commlttees of the United States Congress. e .

N

i

So Martin, we are protected in this country agalnst the
kind of thing that you defined in your question.

AGRONSKY: I wonder how protected we are. I ...
BUSH: Well, I know more about it than you and I'm telling

you it works according to the law, and according to the procedures
set out by the President in the Executive Order. And maybe President

___ Approved For Release 2007/06/21 : CIA-RDP99-00498R000100050114-3 s




Approved For Release 2007/06/21 : CIA-RDP99-00498R000100050114-3

-10-

Carter and Admiral Turner will find ways to make it better. I'm not
saying it can't be better, but you are protected. Because we don't
have the ability to have the kind of double tracking that you're
talking about in that in retrospect appears to be less than
procedurally thought, or where people were excluded who should be

in the decision making,

AGRONSXY: So you are saying that the prospect for;abuse
by the CIA of its powers and of the intelligence process that existed
~in the Nixon administration has now been...

BUSH: Why just Nixon, what about Bay of Pigs? How;about
the Bay of Pigs? How about in the Johnson days. I mean I don't like...

[Confusion of voices] -

AGRONSKY: All right. I'm perfectly willing to take
the case of Johnson,.. : '

: BUSH: Okay. And I'm saying -- I think, Martin, that
the procedures are such, and I think the directive by the Director
is such, and the Attorney General's guidelines are such, and I

7 think the Executive Order is such, and then I think the education

*1of the culture is such that the rlohts of the American people are

‘properly safeguarded against the kinds of abuses you-take about,

But if you mean does that eliminates using covert action, or spying,

or clandestinity, the answer is no, thank heaven.

R AGRONSKY* All rlghLu WouId you. agree tba& sometlyes
dlaciesure ~-.dlsclasure by the press, by. the: media: cof so¢e
”Twrong aetlon that- t's befng contemplated might b&auspiak B

: F;;thaL depewds what. it ‘s* R
g ’v3 T dom*t: think eaa& Eeﬁson in his. aonscxﬂme&,sﬁauld haYe o
thp X gh{in& Feak class&fle ;f-forwatlon'to_the ressy. 1 £ tha

AGRONSKY" Alt rloht", There 1s 1eglslat1amﬂﬁhat néw :
prov1des that. if the reporter - .comes into possessxon ofrlnfonmatlon
‘that affects the national security, he can be called before a
grand jury and asked to reveal his source. If he does not raveal
his source he is held to be guilty of a crime. Doesn't that in
‘effect protect the CIA, protects the President from dlsclosune

of comtemplaclon of some wrong acts...

BUSH: I don't even know the legislation you're Lalklng

<vébout. There's all kinds of legislation ...
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[Confusion of voices]

BUSH: ...but none in effect that does what you're saying.
So —-- but Martin, you and I -~ I don't know -- I shouldn't say
this because I dont' know where you come down on it -— I come down

on it that I cannot condone the concept that if a person -~ a press
person gets ahold of highly classified information, that that gives
him the right, in his conscience to publish this without penalty,.

I simply don't believe that it's proper. And again ...

AGRONKSY: ...to return to the Bay of Pigs that the
New York Times had that story and didn't use it, and was asked
not to use on the grounds of jeopardizing national security, and
did not.

Looking back I think you would concede that had the
New York Times published and that had the Bay of Pigs never taken
place, our country would have been a hell of a lot better off.

BUSH: My recollection -- I think that's right, given
what happened. My recollection at the time was that the American
people, in a different time, in a different day, in a different
way, in a different climate, they're problem with the Bay of Pigs
thing was not that it was conceived, but-that it didn't work back
in those days. And so you can't use -- it seems to me one of the
great difficulties we've had is using a 1977 highly homed ethics
in terms of operation, in terms of political contributions, to
judge events in 1961. That's the jest of it.

AGRONSKY: All right. Well look, here's something that
just happened this week, in 1977. The Wilmington Sunday News
Journal reports that the former CIA Director Richard Helms has
~threatend if he's indicted for perjury because of testimony he
‘made before a Senate committee in 1973 on the role that. the CIA
played in Chile, that is in the overthrow of the Allende regime,
that he will name Secretary of State KRissinger as the man who
ordered him to undertake that act. v ;

Now from your knowledge as a former CIA Director --
and you must have looked back that far -- do you think that Helms .
1s -- would be justified in doing that? And was he indeed ordered .
by the Secretary of State to do that? ) - D

BUSH: For the first and I hope the last time on'this = .~
program, no comment. I'm not going to discuss a matter that's in
the courts, and I think that's a proper position to be in, and I
just simply can't -- I didn't read the story. Sorry, Martin. No
comment.

AGRONSKY: You're not going to say anything...

BUSH: No, no comment. Both are my friends and both are
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very decent individuals, Dick Helms and Kissinger, and I'm simply
not going to get into that kind of thing. And I don't honestly
know the facts on it. !

AGRONSKY: Well, let me...

BUSH: 1If I'd have spent all my time as CIA Director
looking into aberations or alleged aberations or events in ,
the past, I could't have done any kind of a job for the present
or the future. And I'm egotistical enough to feel that I did
do job for the present and the future.

AGRONSKY: Are you egotistical enough to believe that
the CIA is the provider of good intelligence now? ‘

» BUSH: I'm egotis -- well I don't think I even have to
be egotistical. I think I am objective enough to think we provide
the best foreign intelligence in the world, we are hampered in
- some ways, but -- by fear of risks of disclosure, because for awhile
and a while more we...

_[Confusion of voices]

. BUSH: ...as we were. I —-- again you're going back to
pre-Bush time in terms of the Angola intelligence, but I think we
"have pretty good intelligence today on Angola, some areas much
batter than others. We don't have, in some places, the sourc#s
we have in others. But I think we can tell you roughly how many
~ Cubans- are in Angola, and I'm not sure we can tell you the intent

all the time, but I think we have fair intelligence around the world.

s _'I,kndﬁ wefve-gotxthé best, but some areas are better -
thap. others.. =~ o : : S — e
7 ACRONSKY: WeII, on that very positive note, I*IT say
3 thankﬁyou!,ﬂt; Bushru, = .0 0 "-'1'11- , - -537-7 K‘L A
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